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CSA/USPS-T39-3. Should the BPRS accounting fee be affected by the fact that half of
the mailers perform the postage due function and the Postal Service only has to audit
;h;-work (and the costs of auditing are included in the BPRS per piece fee)? If not, why
RESPONSE:

The postage due unit cost calculated in Attachment W of my testimony includes the
following activities: sorting the parcels and either calculating or auditing postage due. It
is my understanding that the activities underlying the accounting fee are activities
associated with maintaining and debiting the customer’s account. It is further my
understanding that even when a mailer calculates postage due, the Postal Service still
has the responsibility of maintaining and debiting the customer's account. Therefore,

the BPRS accounting fee shouid not be affected by the fact that haif of the BPRS

mailers perform the postage due function.
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CSA/USPS-T39-6. Please confirm that the machinability requirement for BPRS parcels
reduces the costs of processing BPRS parcels. If you do not confirm, please explain.

RESPONSE:

Confirmed that, holding all else equal, machinable parcels are less costly to handle than

nonmachinable parcels.




DECLARATION

I, Jennifer Eggleston, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing

answers are true and correct, to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.

Oemnd & Tsglisrh~

V JENNIFER L. EGGLESTON

Dated: "-{/Y/CO
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